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PART  1: Review Comments 
 

 Reviewer’s comment Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct the manuscript and 
highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write 
his/her feedback here) 

Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

 

 

THE MANUSCRIPT REPORTS ASSESSMENT OF THE WOUND HEALING 

PROPERTY OF THE ETHANOLIC SEED EXTRACT OF Eleusine coracana Linn 

USING THE CHORIOALLANTOIC MEMBRANE MODEL. HOWEVER, THE 

FOLLOWING COMMENTS SHOULD BE ADDRESS FOR THE FURTHER PROCESS, 

1. Abstract flow needs to be changed and avoid abbreviation in the abstract.  

2. Needs English correction for the entire manuscript 
 

3. The introduction is not fully comprehensive and the motivation for the 

presented work and the scientific gap, which it tries to overcome, are not 

sufficiently explained. So, rewrite the introduction section.  

4. Write equations in mathematical formulae.  

5. Rewrite the materials and method sections for Antimicrobial Activity Assay.  

6. Write the result and discussion in subsections like materials and methods. 

7. Results and discussion section needs to be improved by comparing the results 

with previous literatures in detail 

8. Suggested to include images for antibacterial activity and CAM Assay in result 

and discussion section  

9. Rewrite the conclusion more effectively. 

10. Change hour to h throughout the MS. 

11. Include the statistical data in the manuscript 
 
 
 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
 
 
 
 

 

Optional/General comments 
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Reviewer’s comment Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct the manuscript and highlight 

that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write his/her 
feedback here) 

Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?  
 

 
(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details) 
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